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CRITIQUE OF UNITED WORKERS PARTY PLATFORM

state. It is therefore im perative th a t the 
position on th is question be defined w ith  
the utm ost clarity.

W e find no th ing  in the unification plat- 
form  about the relationship of the Yishuv 
to the Jewish com m unities in E urope and 
elsewhere.

T he  construction of the Jewish state in 
Palestine does not negate the survival and  
m any-sided developm ent of the Jewish 
com m unities in Europe and elsewhere. 
Just as it is necessary to increase the ef- 
forts to build the Jewish com m unity in 
Palestine, so it is equally necessary to  es- 
tablish positive relations w ith  the activities 
for survival of Jewish com m unities Qvery- 
w here. T h e  principles of the united  party 
d isregard  the will-to-live and to-survive of 
the Jewish com m unities of the w orld in 
w hich about 95 per cent of the Jewish peo- 
pie live. T hey fail to take a positive and 
constructive position w ith  respect to them .

T he  U nited  W orkers Party  announces 
in its P latform  of U nification tha t “ it 
draw s upon the heroic traditions %nd 
sources of the revolutionary though t of so- 
cialism and bases its educational activities 
on the principles of the w orld view of 
M arxism .”

Along w ith this theoretical principle, 
the united party declares th a t it will sup- 
port “the developm ent of a practical fight- 
ing alliance between the w orkers of the 
w orld and the Soviet U n ion .”

T h is is very notew orthy and w orth- 
while. H ow ever, it is ra ther strange tha t 
at the m om ent w hen M eyer Yaari, leader 
of the H ashom er H atzair, is seeking to  
translate this clause into reality, the “w orld 
view of M arxism ” is th rust aside and the 
date for the form ation of a progressive 
front is postponed indefinitely.

In relation to national and international 
needs and to the com m unist parties of the 
w orld we find, to our sorrow, these strange 
w ords: “political communism requires
subservience to orders from on high. Inter- 
national orders are b ind ing  upon every 
C om m unist Party , even if they negate 
immediate national interests.” F urther- 
more, “As a consequence of our struggle 
for national and social liberation, we are 
unable to see our way clear to an inter- 
national unity  of w orkers except th rough  
the channel of the realization of Zionism 
and the gathering  of the dispersion. W e 
are compelled to postpone the actual join- 
ing of the front to which we are com- 

~mittcd.” (Mish mar, Dec. 26, 1947.)
Y aari’s explanation is very significant. 

H e attacks com m unist parties in the 
fam iliar way. Leon Blum , righ t w ing 
leader of French social democracy, says 
crudely, “O rders from  M oscow.” M eyer 
Y aari says the same th ing  m ore politely, 
“O rders from  on h igh ,” “orders w hich 
negate im m ediate national interests.”

W e are told tha t a contradiction betw een 
a progressive solution of the national ques

outline the form  of the fu ture  structure, 
it appears that, apart from  the valid de- 
m and for “political independence for the 
Jewish nation ,” there is no parallel posi- 
tive stand in favor of the political inde- 
pendence of the A rab nation. T h is evi- 
dently reflects the “B iltm ore” influences 
(advocacy of a Jewish state over all Pales- 
tine— Eds.) w ith in  the A chduth  A vodah 
M ovem ent and leaves the door open to ir- 
ridentist aspirations in the unified party. 
It w ould seem that on this point the 
H ashom er H atza ir retreated by conceding 
the principle of bi-nationalism . U nder pres- 
ent conditions in Palestine bi-nationalism  
means the right of each nation to a state 
of its own in accordance w ith  the decision 
of the U N .

T he platform  fails to propose federation 
as the structural form  of the country upon 
which free political unity  of the Jewish 
and A rab states can be based. Absence of 
this provision contradicts the principle of 
real political equality  betw een the na- 
tions of w hich the p latform  speaks. A 
clear, precise form ulation w ith  respect to 
fu ture political structure is im perative not 
only for the program m atic completeness of 
the platform . It is also necessary for the 
im m ediate political situation. Such a for- 
m ulation  is vital for the achievem ent of 
that Arab-Jewish unity w ithout w hich, as 
the platform  itself agrees, the unification 
of the country is impossible.

Experience proves, however, that despite 
agreem ent on these general premises in the 
past, certain circles in the un iting  parties 
were not deterred from  the “activities” of 
m ilitant displacem ent of A rab workers 
(Kibbush Avodah), boycott m easures, etc. 
In the light of this b itter experience it is 
clear that a general proclamation about 
“complete equality of righ ts״ is not suffi- 
cient/ It is a fact that even M apai (L abor 
Party of Palestine) cham pions complete 
equality of rights in words, but is not pre- 
vented thereby from practicing inequality 
in deeds.

T he platform  m ust be clarified on 
w hether it advocates discrim ination 
against A rab w orkers in the Jewish State 
or the righ t to w ork of every toiler w ithout 
national distinction. Does it favor “Jewish 
production” or “national production” ? A 
progressive position on these questions will 
provide the general proclam ation on equal- 
ity w ith  real content.

T he struggle for a genuinely dem ocratic 
Jewish state is intim ately bound up w ith 
the problem  of the basic practical relation- 
ship w ith the large A rab m inority  in the

By Esther Valenska

In April we published the platform of 
the newly-created United Workers Party 
of Palestine, formed by the unification of 
the two left-wing Zionist parties, Has ho- 
mer Hatzair and Achduth Avodah. The 
Communist Party of Palestine has appealed 
to this group jor united progressive action 
and the criticism below must be viewed in 
the light of this plea for a united front. 
The following critique by one of the secre- 
taries of the Communist Party of Palestine 
appeared originally in Hebrew in Kol 
H aam , communist daily of Tel Aviv, on 
January 23, 1948.— Editors.

T H E  fact tha t tw o opposition w orkers' 
parties w ith in  the H istad ru th  close 

ranks and form  a single party is w ithout 
doubt an event of great significance in the 
history of the w orkers’ m ovem ent and the 
Yishuv. W e should like to discuss the 
unification p latform  of the new  party and 
its ideological bases.

T h e  platform  affirms tha t “ the party will 
fight for real independence of the state 
and against all political, m ilitary or eco- 
nom ic dependence on the forces of impe- 
rialism .” T h is position represents a great 
advance, as com pared w ith past tenden- 
cies to subordination to the colonial gov- 
ernm ent. H ow ever, a general statem ent is 
not enough. It is necessary to define the 
term  independence in clear, unm istakable 
term s. An uncom prom ising  dem and for 
the removal of the British m ilitary and 
adm inistration  and of m ilitary bases and 
the rejection of A m erican im perialist pene- 
tration  is necessary. F urtherm ore, real in- 
dependence m eans ou trigh t opposition to 
the M arshall Plan and to foreign interven- 
tion in the internal affairs of the Jewish 
state under the pretext of “economic a id .”

T he real question, therefore, is:
For or against M arshall Plan enslave- 

m ent ?
For or against im perialist m ilitary bases?
A clearcut answ er to these questions is 

the decisive test for all progressive w orkers’ 
parties.

O ne paragraph in the platform  affirms 
tha t “ the party will w ork for the unifica- 
tion of Eretz Yisroel on the basis of an 
agreem ent betw een the nations and with- 
out dpm ination and aggression.” T h is 
pronouncem ent of opposition to the Re- 
visionist program  of “unification” th rough  
force, is positive and very valuable.

H ow ever, w here the p latform  seeks to
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1. Against political reformism and for 
a class line in the Histadruth.

2. Against reaction in the Yishuv  and 
for struggle for the hegemony of labor and 
democracy in the Y ishuv .

3. Against any dependence whatsoever 
on imperialism.

4. F or the realization of com plete equal- 
ity of rights of both Jews and Arabs.

5. F or Jew ish-Arab agreem ent.
T h e  relationship w ith  the C om m unist 

Party  and the experiences of jo in t action 
will prove to be the test of the w orkers’ 
parties. W e are certain  tha t a resolution 
on the readiness for jo in t action on the 
part o f the united party w ith  the Com- 
m unist P arty  will prove very m eaningful 
for the class struggle of the w orkers and 
for the character of the Jewish state.

vations at some points of his argum ent, 
but on his prim ary thesis it seems to m e 
tha t M cW illiam s is sound. A t the start 
he dem onstrates th a t anti-Sem itism  in 
A m erica entered a new  phase in  the 
1870’s. O ne may question the historical 
accuracy of some of his statem ents about 
the phenom enon before tha t tim e, but 
there can be no doubt tha t his explanation 
of this new  stage of anti-Sem itism  is the 
best we have ever had. By the seventies, 
the “Second A m erican R evolution,” “ the 
revolution that assured the tr ium ph  of 
business enterprise” (p . 8 ), was decisively 
won. T h e  rise of a new  phase of anti- 
Semitism at this tim e was a sym ptom  
“of the profound transform ation tak ing  
place at the base of society” (p . 11). T h e  
same tim e saw the spread of the general 
pattern of m aking  scapegoats of m inorities 
w ith  the help of the courts and federal 
policy.

U ntil the 1920’s anti-Sem itism  grew  
gradually. M cW illiam s points out tha t 
d iscrim ination against Jews in w ant-ad 
colum ns begins about 1911 and rises w ith  
the years. W hy so? M cW illiam s cogently 
explains tha t the second generation of 
Jews was then en tering  into com petition 
for w hite-collar jobs, for w hich m ost of 
the discrim inatory ads appeared. By the 
1920’s the build-up of anti-Sem itism  issued 
in a new  phase. H enry  F o rd ’s Dearborn 
Independent first assaulted the Jews in 
1920; the K u K lux K lan revived; the Im- 
m igration  Act of 1924 w as chiefly aim ed 
at excluding Jews; and  the public ad- 
vocacy of a college quota system w as m ade 
by P resident Lowell of H arv a rd  in  1922. 
O n the  ideological fron t M adison G ran t,

councils (Haifa, Nathanya), 'municipal 
councils (Nahariah, Rishon L’Zion) and 
the Representative Assembly, the Com- 
munist Party succeeded in electing its 
candidates. The daily K ol Haam, estab- 
lished through the efforts of thousands of 
enlightened workers, is proof of the extent 
to which the Communist Party is finding 
roots and is expanding in the Yishuv.

Joint action does not m ean loss of iden- 
tity, or surrender of the autonom y or 
ideology of any of the parties. Joint action 
m eans the coordination and  strengthening 
of the fighting  issues against a com m on 
enemy.

W e therefore tu rn  to the united  party 
w ith  a proposal of jo in t action on the 
principles set dow n in the U nification 
P latform .

REVIEW
DIGGING TO THE ROOTS

By Louis Harap

T W y iT H O U T  ado it should be said tha t 
C arey M cW illiam s has w ritten  a 

very im portan t book1 which can sub- 
stantially help in the fight against anti- 
Semitism . Some reviewers have suggested 
tha t this book will not convince confirm ed 
anti-Sem ites. T h is  com m ent indicates th a t 
they miss the point of the book, w hich 
is intended to sharpen the understanding  
of anti-Sem itism  am ong those w ho detest 
it and thereby to m ake m ore effective 
their fight against it. T he  book is a wel- 
come addition  in a field w here too often 
the battle is being sabotaged, w ilfully or 
not, by some of those very organizations 
and “authorities” who pretend to  be com- 
bating  anti-Sem itism . T h u s M cW illiam s 
gives the coup de grace to those “social 
scientists” w ho get lost in the m inutiae of 
“group tension” (p . 236); to those w ho 
spend enorm ous sum s in  d is tribu ting  so- 
called “tolerance propaganda,” as they 
w ould sell tooth paste (p . 243), w ith a 
fatuous “educational” technique; and to 
those w ho prom ote the “ silent trea tm en t” 
m ethod (pp . 257-261), since “fascist ten- 
dencies m ust be opposed in an organized 
m anner, openly, publicly, dem ocratically” 
(p . 261).

W hat m akes the M cW illiam s book al- 
m ost un ique  in the literatu re  of the sub- 
ject is its consistent tracing of the various 
facets of the problem  to their socio-eco- 
nom ic foundation . O ne m ay have reser-

1 A  Mask, fo r  P r iv ile g e : A n ti-S e m itism  in
A m e rica , by Carey McWilliams. Little, Brown 
& Co., 1948. $2.75.

tion and international interests is possible. 
This approach is a negation in principle 
of Marxist theory. Marxisrti teaches that 
the true national interest of all peoples is 
identical. These interests are not contra- 
dictory to but in complete consonance w ith  
the general interests of the forces of 
progress.

T he “practical” advice of M eyer Yaari 
according to w hich the united  party  is 
compelled “ to postpone the actual jo in ing  
of the fron t to w hich we are com m itted ,” 
m eans in effect non-participation in the 
in ternational anti-im perialist struggle, 
w hich is no  less a national struggle of the 
Jews than  of any other people. “T h e  front 
to w hich we are com m itted” is the battle- 
field against im perialist aggression, against 
the w arm ongers, against fascism and anti- 
Semitism everywhere.

W hoever reassures him self and others 
tha t it is possible to “postpone” active 
political participation in such a fron t is 
far from  serving the best interests of the 
Jewish people. It is possible to be for the 
progressive front or against it. T here  is 
no th ird  alternative. W e are forced to 
adm it tha t the policy of postponing join- 
ing  the great arm y of the progressive 
w orkers m ovem ent, at whose head stand 
the com m unist parties, casts a shadow  over 
the m any radical pronunciam entos of the 
U nification Platform .

Speaking of the unification, M eyer 
Y aari says, am ong other things, that 
H ashom er H a tza ir  regards the unification 
as one step in the direction of setting up 
“a united  front of the three w orkers parties 
in the defense of labor hegem ony in the 
developm ent of political independence.” 
(Mishmar, Dec. 26, 1947.) “T hree w orkers 
parties” m eans— according to Y aari— 
M apai, H ashom er H a tza ir and the Ach- 
duth  A vodah M ovem ent.

T h e  p latform  of the united party  com- 
pletely disregards the need for the estab- 
lishm ent of a fron t of all the opposition 
groups w ith in  the H istad ru th  against the 
M apai leadership. It disregards the need 
for the jo in t action of the united  party 
and the C om m unist Party. D espite the 
fact tha t one of the points of departure 
for the form ation of a united  opposition 
m ovem ent is need for struggle against the 
political and economic line of M apai, 
Meyer Y aari does not fail to call for joint 
action w ith  M apai. In  addition, he dis- 
regards the need for jo in t action w ith  the 
C om m unist Party.

It is know n th a t the “black clause” in 
the constitution of the H istad ru th , accord- 
ing to w hich com m unist w orkers were 
excluded from  its ranks, has long been 
invalid. In  1945, the executive board of 
H istad ru th  resolved to restore the rights 
of com m unists in  the H istad ru th . T he 
com m unist g roup  is recognized and is 
represented on the H istad ru th  Council.

In the elections to various trade union
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